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February 19th, 1959. COCOM Document No. 3415.58/2
COORDINATING COMLITTLE
RECORD OF DISCUSSION - .
SN ener/
o
ITEM 1558(a) (1)
12th and 16th Februsry, 1959.
Present: Belgium(Iuxcnbourg), Conada, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy,
Japen, Netherlands, United Kingdomn, United States.
References COCOM Docunment 3415.58/1.
1. The CHAIRMAN asked for views on the Germen proposal to inscrt the

word "all" in the definition of Itenm 1558(d)(l) before the word "frequencics",

2. The UNITED STATES Delegate said he could agree with the German
interpretation of the intent of this sub-item and with the propesal to insert
the word '"all".

3. The JAPANESE Delegate accepted the proposed change.

4. On the 16th February the UNITED XINGDOM Delcgate stated the view
of United Kingdom expcrts that the definition of this sub-item had becn worded
in its present form becausc there were various opinions on the frequency ot
which vibretion tests should be carried out. The dmecrican specification sald
25 cycles per second, the United Kingdom specification said 170 cycles per
second and other countrics might use other fregquencies. However, it was not

& quecstion of sweeping the frequency over the whole range 25 to 170 cycles per
second but rather vibration for 20 hours at any chosen frequency in thig band.
For these reasons the United Kingdom Delegeticn could not agree to the pro-
posal that the word "all" should be inscrted in the definition. They consi-
dered that it should remnin unchanged.

Se The FRENCH expert stated that there were two standard tests, both
of which were international. One was known as MIL-E1-B and the other as
MIL=-3TD=202. There were only two machines in existence for carrying out such
tests. One was made in the United States by the American Tool Qompany, and
the other in Geruweny by the Schenk Compeny. The former carried out vibration
tests at frequencies between 10 and 55 cycles per second which strictly ful-
filled the specifications of MIL-STD-202. Therc existed othcr vibration tests
based on other systens which were published in the specificetion HIL-E1-B and
which were used either with the American Tool Company machine or with en
electro-~dynamic vibrator. He explained that for frequencies between 55 and
170 cycles per second it was necésgsary to use on electro-dynamic vibrator.

6. Since 1951 the iinistry of Supply in the United Kingdom had used
the Schenk machine. Thesc machines were specially equiped for tube tests
end the nmethod was comparable to the tests specified in MIL-STD-202.

It could thus be said that MIL~-STD-202 corresponded to an
internationally agreed mcthod.
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The French expert proposcd the adoption of Method 201 of the United States
specification WMIL~-STD-202 iilitary Stendard Test Methods for Electronice and
Elcctric Component Parts as published on pege 12 of the wdition of the 29
January 1953. Thig coxresponded to the French test (C.C.T.U. Specification
Unifiée du Comité Coordination des Télécommmications 01-01, Jamuary 1956)
which had been recognised by N.4.T.0. The main points of Method 201 were
the followings

PROCEDURE: The specimens shall be subjected to & simple
harmonic motion having en amplitude of 0.03 inch (0.06 inch
neximum total excursion), the frequency being varied uniformly
between the approximate limits of 10 eamd 55 cycles per second.
The entire frequency range, from 10 to 55 cycles end return to
10 cycles, shall be traversed in approximately 1 minute.

(NQTEs The tubes erc fixed securcly to the nachine by their
own mountingss. The motion is epplied in one or more
directions: each type of tube is tested in three
dircctions perpondicular to one another except when
special conditions enable the number of directions to
boe reduced; cach individual specimen, however, is tested
in one dircction only.s)

The expert pointed out that as this nmethod was not identical to the test
defined in Item 1558(a)(1), the period of five hours provided for in Test
Comdition 4. of the method quoted would need to be changed. He proposed that
the test should be Ffollowed strictly in other particulars, but that the
durstion should be linited to two hours end a holf. This was the period
fixed for Test Condition B of llcthod 201 of HIL-STD-202.

Te The CHLIRMAN summed up the discussion by saying thot the diffi-
cultics in reaching agreenent seemed to be due to different measuring
methods applied in mewber countries. He invited Delegations to be prepaved
ot the next round of discussion to stote which systen was being followed in
their country end its applicebility to the present definition. Views on tho
French Delegation's proposel should be given ot the same tine, if possiblee.

8. I+ wes AGREED to resume discussion on Item 1558(d)(1) on the 5th
Morch.
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